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UP O N 


A Letter to the Author of the Ja- 
guiry into the Revenue, Credit, 
and Commerce of France, &c. 


S 1 R, 


OR ſome time paſt I have been in Ex- 
pectation of ſeeing your Performance 
| publickly taken Notice of by the Author 
of the Inquiry; but I preſume by his 
Silence he thinks it too mean for a Reply, and 
that he cannot more effectually ſhew his Con- 
tempt than by totally diſregarding it. What- 
ever his Motives are for acting the Part he does 
upon this Occaſion, my Zeal for Truth will not 
ſuffer me to look on with Indifference, and ſee 
an Attempt made to miſſead the Publick on ſo 
important a Subject, by a Writer of your pe- 
culiar Vanity and Ignorance. 

To conſider fully and deduce the former and preſent 
State of the Power and Commerce of France from 
AUTHENTIC Accounts, is a Task not unworthy 
of the great Character you aſſume; and thoſe who 


meet with this in your Title-Page, go from thence” 


to your Letter with high Expectation: but how 
great is their Surprize, to find a Member of Par- 
B lament, 


. OE GER CI BIEN. PR Gu lon ns, — 
9 
2 n - * _ C'S, << ef Ie 
— * — 1 


” 
—— jK— os ® * 
> —— — s 
ms 5 — ——— ——6k 
— . * & — — + — Mo. . 
— © 


— - — 


2 


33 


| 
1 
'Þ 
(| 
* 
£ 


— Wh 


— ww * >» 
— — Ae > 


— - 


(2) 
liament, at fuſt ſetting out, trifling away two 
Pages in a low wrangling Criticiſm upon a Com- 
pliment ! ES, | 

For my own Part, ſo unſuitable a Beginning 
made me doubt whether you had not the Ho- 
nour to ſhave a certain foreign Miniſter, who 
comes from a Part of the World where the Art 
of Complimenting is a principal Study ; that you 
do ſerve him in ſome Capacity, I can have no 
Doubt at all: in order therefore to recommend 
your Performance to the Publick, you found it 
neceſſary to conceal your real Meanneſs under 
the Dignity of a borrowed Character. 

I preſume it 1s likewiſe by way of Maſk that 
you pretend to take a Side in our domeſtic Di- 
viſions ; if not, you areguilty of a moſt egregi- 
ous Blunder in the following Inftance, where in- 
tending a Vindication you publiſh a Libel. You 
diſcover that the Inquiry, tho* without any ſuch 
Deſign in the Author, is by neceſſary Inference 
an Accuſation of the late Miniſter, which you 
make out thus. The Inquiry fſhews the French 
to be without any conſiderable Revenue, Credit, or 
Commerce; therefore it ſecretly reproaches the Mi- 
nifter for not attacking them. | 

Pray, Sir, how can the Miniſter be reproach'd 
for not attacking the French, unleſs they had gi- 
ven him juſt Cauſe? And if they did, how 


can you juſtify him? 


O, ſay you, nothing fo eaſy. I will fhew by 
the preſent flouriſhing State of her Commerce, that 
ſhe is too powerful to be attack*d. So you firſt ad- 
mit him to be guilty of a moſt criminal For- 
bearance, in order to juſtify him afterwards by 
proving him a Coward, 

How cruel is Fortune! And how hard the 
Fate of that Miniſter indeed! to have his Con- 

| duct 
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duct more vilely miſrepreſented, and more miſe- 
rably treated by ſuch an Advocate as you are, 
than by the infamous Slanders of the moſt aban- 
don'd Libellers? I confeſs it moves my Indigna- 
tion, that under falſe Colours, you ſhou'd make 
ſo baſe an Attack upon his Character, by inſi- 
nuating Motives for his Conduct ſo unworthy of 
his Magnanimity, and ſo contrary to Truth; ſince 
it is notorious that the Proceedings of France du- 
ring his Adminiſtration were always ſo guarded, 
that Great Britain never had a juſt Pretence for 
coming to an open Rupture with her; and, di- 
rected by ſuperior Wiſdom, his conſtant Aim was 
to procure and preſerve Peace, the moſt valua- 
ble of all Bleſſings to a commercial Nation. 

Without taking Notice of your Scurrility, 
which is an indiſputable Mark of a low Writer, 
or of your Impertinence to the Nation, by which 
you idly expole your recreant Carcaſs to a ſevere 
Chaſtiſement, I proceed to examine your Ob- 
jections; but in order to ſhew their real Force, 
it is neceſſary to ſtate the general Plan and Argu- 
ment of the Inquiry, at leaſt, in the Light they 
appear to me in. | | 

The Author lays down this general Propoſi- 
tion, That France in the preſent Situation of her 
Finances, Credit, and Commerce, 1s leſs power- 
ful than ſhe was Threeſcore Years ago. To 


prove it, he ſtates theRevenues from a French Au- 
thor of Reputation, He then obſerves, that the 


Regent by cancelling almoſt Three Fourths of 
the publick Debts, had deſtroy'd Public Credit. 
In the laſt place he gives you a View of the Ma- 
nufactures of France, under three different Pe- 
riods. 1, Encreafing, till they with the other 
Commodities of the Kingdom, were exported to 
the annual Value of 6,750,000/, Sterl. per An- 
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num. 2. He ſhews in what Manner England and 
Holland came to rival France in her principal Ma- 


nufactures. 3. France in ſome Degree recovers 


her Commerce, and in ſome Articles extends it. 
Theſe Articles are pointed out, but the Value of 
them is not computed, becauſe of the Difficulty, 
if not Impoſſibility, of procuring ſuch Accounts 


as can be depended upon. 


After this, the ſeveral Manufactures transfer? d 


from France to England and Holland are enume- 


rated and valued, from the Britiſh Merchant and 
Burriſh's Batavia Tiluſtrata: But, as theſe Ar- 
ticles are valued, and the others are not, the Au- 
thor does not determine by that whether France 
upon the whole be a Gainer or a Loſer, or whe- 
ther the general Balance of Trade be more or 
leſs in her Favour; and under this Uncertainty 
the Matter would have remained, if Monſieur 
Du Tot had not furniſh'd him the Means of 
coming at a general Concluſion, by ſtating the 
Produce of the ſix old Branches of the Revenue 
at two different Periods of Time, viz. 168 3 and 
1730, &c. The Livres of 1683 of 27 in the 
Mark of Silver, being reduced to the fame Va- 
lue with the preſent Livre of 49, 16 Sols in 
the Mark, there appears upon comparing the 
two different Products, a Deficiency of no leſs 
than 75 Millions of Livres, or 3 Millions Sterl. 
and upwards; and as Revenues depend upon the 
State of Commerce, the Inquirer from thence 
concludes, that the Li to France by the Vari- 
ation in her Exports to Great Britain and Hol- 
land, is far from being repair'd by the new Ac- 
quiſitions and Extenſions of her Trade ſince the 
Treaty of Utrecht. This great Deficiency in the 
Revenue concurring with the other Proofs men- 
tion'd in the Laquiry, demonſtrates the general 

Propoſition, 
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Propoſition, viz. That France at preſent is leſs 
powerful than ſhe was before or at the Time of 
the Revolution; but does by no means determine 
the exact Quantum of her Loſs; nor has the Author 
- pretended to this. In order to confute him, you 
have form'd a moſt admirable Argument, which 
will doyou as much Honour at leaft as yourVindi- 


cation of the Miniſter, You firſt admit the Ac- 


count of the Revenues of France to be a juſt one, 
and do not contradict the Deficiency in the fix 
old Funds, the Loſs of Publick Credit, and the 
decay*d Condition: of her Navy; and then, 
without perceiving the Abſurdity, you endea- 
vour to prove that France at preſent is more 
powerful, has more Reſources, and enjoys a 
more flouriſhing Commerce, than ſhe did before 


the Revolution. I might, upon this Occaſion, 


apply to you what a celebrated Author faid of 
ſuch a Writer as you are; You neither under- 
ſtand what you wou'd confute, nor know what 
you wou'd eſtabliſh, 

The Author of the Inquiry has advanc'd, that 
the Power of France is diminiſh'd 3 the great 
Deficiency in the Revenue proves it, and the 
Abatement in her Exports to Great Britain and 


Holland accounts for that Deficiency, For the 


Satisfaction of the Engliſh Reader, the ſeveral 
Particulars in which that Abatement has taken 
place, are enumerated ; and the only Thing in 
diſpute is, whether the Valuation of them be 
Juft or not. As that is taken from Books long 
ſince publiſh'd, and of great Reputation, the 
Author of the Inquiry is by no means anſwera- 


ble for it: He is, indeed, for his Miſtakes, ſuch 


as rating Brandy formerly imported at 40/7. per 


Tun, which is too much by one half; nor ought 


it to be rated at 40 J. per Tun now, as you have 
done, 


(6) 
done, as any one may be ſatisfied, by applying 
to the Importers, who pay only about 22 J. per 
Tun, prime Coſt, at an Average : but then 
| whatever Abatement this makes, may be com- 
I penſated in the Article of Linen, which is ra- 
v ted at 700, ooo l. per Ann. by the Author of 
WW the Inquiry, and by the Britiſh Merchant, Vol. 
2d. p. 216, 217, at no leſs than 960, ooo J. per 


1 Annum. 
g i As to the Decreaſe in the Exports to Holland, 
| it may be eſtimated thus. De Wit, in his Max- © 7 


ims of Holland, ſays, the general Exports of 

France amounted to '6,750,000/. per Ang, as 
mention'd before, of which the Dutch took the 

greateſt Part, Now, ſuppoſing that to be no 

more than 3,500,000/. Burriſh has ſhewn that 

the ſeveral Articles, the Exportation of which 

h to Holland, is either ceaſed or abated, are in 

Value above Three Fifths of the Whole, or 

2, 100, ooo; and allowing 400,000 /, per Ann. to 

be the Value of thoſe Articles ſtillexported to Hol- 

land, there will remain 1,700,000 l. the Amount 
of the Decreaſe, with which the Author of the 
Inquiry does pretty nearly agree. | 
Now, Sir, if France had gained no new Mar- 
kets for her Manufactures and other Product, the 
Value of her general Exports wou'd be juſt ſo 
much diminiſh'd, as the Decreaſe of her Exports 
to England and Holland amounts to: And ſup— 
poſing that to be Three Millions, more or leſs, 
yet it is not to be conſider'd as a Diminution of 
the generai Balance, which 1s the Difference be- 
twixt the Value of the Exports and Imports ; be- 
cauſe if they are both diminiſh'd alike, the Ba- 
lance will remain the ſame as before; and I pre- 
ſame it is for that Reaſon that the Author of the 
Inquiry has confider'd it only as a Loſs to be 
; made 
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made good to France by an Increaſe of her Ex- 
ports to other Countries. That it is not yet 
made good, he has endeavour'd to prove. But 
you, by the Aſſiſtance of your Friends, and the 
abſolute Power you exerciſe over your own Num- 
bers, have made the Balance of Trade in favour 
of France, even greater than it was before or at 
the Time of the Revolution. I will venture to 
affirm, that if you had obtained from the Libe- 
rality of your Friends a Balance even fix times 
as great as you have made it, your Account 
wou'd then have been juſt as authentic and ſatis- 
factory as it is now. Are you not aſhamed, Sir, 
to obtrude upon the Publick your own Aſſertions, 
and the Conjectures of People unknown, for au- 
thentic Accounts, in a Caſe where Facts only can 
decide? To conclude this Point, if a great De- 
creaſe of Revenue, Conſumption, and Circula- 
tion, be conſiſtent with an Increaſe of Commerce 
and Power, then your Accounts and Balances ma 
poſſibly be right; if the contrary be true, as it 
moſt undoubtedly is, then what Excuſe have you 
for this moſt impudent Attempt to impoſe upon 
the Publick ? | 

I come now to a more particular Examination 
of your Objections; and firſt, (p. 4.) you take 
Notice of a Difference made betwixt Pledges 
and Effects, and that Jewels are mention'd only 
as Pledges. It is certain they are both; but whe- 
ther the King of France ſells or pawns his Jew- 
els, the Difference to his Finances will be inconſi- 
derable. It is plain the only Diſtinction there in- 
tended, is betwixt Credit obtained upon actual 
Pledges, and Credit obtained upon the King's 
Faith; and that introduces a Paſſage which you 
have moſt miſerably tortur'd, in order to draw 
from jt what you call a $/ring of Contradictions. 
The 
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The Author there ſays, that the Duke of Or- 
leans by cancelling Three Fourths of the Publick 
Debts had ruin'd all Publick Credit in France; 
but as it was reported ſome time before the Pub- 
lication of his Pamphlet, that the Court of 
France had procured ſome Money to be ad vanc'd 
for a few Months, in order to make Remittan- 
ces into Germany; and leſt that ſhou'd be pro- 
duc'd againſt him as an Inſtance of Publick Cre- 
dit, he not admitting but ſuppoſing the Fact, at- 
tributes it to the Per ſonal Credit ot the Cardinal, 
which the Government, no doubt, made uſe of 
upon that Occaſion: But tho' his Perſonal Cre- 
dit be ſupported by his Punctuality hitherto, yet 
it grows leſs as he grows older, becauſe when he 
dies it ceaſes. Pray, Sir, what Contradiction is 
there in all this? 5 

Page 6, You tell the Author, that however 
difficult he may think it to eſtimate the Patience 
of an enſlav'd Nation, it is pretty eaſy to be com- 
puted, and that he himſelf had done it without 
knowing it; and then you mention Lewis's 
Debts as the Eftimate or Product of that Pati- 
ence. I am afraid, Sir, you forgot to compute 
the Patience of your Readers, when you ventur'd 
to trouble them with ſuch incomprehenſible Jar- 
gon. Know then, that Lewis's Debts were the 
Product of his Credit, which in ſome Degree he 
preſerv'd to the laſt ; and that the Patience of his 
People can only be eſtimated by the Miſery they 
ſuffer d, which I leave you to compute, and not 
by the Money which the Government borrow'd 
from particular Perſons. Not ſatisfy'd with this, 
you, in order more effectually to confound the 
Underſtanding of the Reader, tell him in the 
very next Page, that che Monarch of France is 
Maſter of the whole Property of his Kingdom, If 


he 


>> - 
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he is, then with what Propriety can you talk of 
his being in debt to his Subjects, fince, accord- 
ing to you, he muſt be Debtor to himſelf, But 
I beg Leave to aſſure you, Sir, that the Mon- 
arch of France, as abſolute as he is, is not Ma- 
fter of the whole Property of his People: for how - 
ever patient they may be under the Oppreſſions 
of the Government in ſome Inſtance, yet all 
Men are impatient to eat when they are hun- 
gry ; and therefore he muſt leave enough for 
their neceſſary Subſiſtence. If ever his Demands 
go beyond that Limit, the People will hide 
their Effects and Money, and the King will be 
obliged, in ſuch a Caſe, to levy his extraordi- 
pary Tax by military Execution : when that hap- 
pens, there will ſoon be an End of the ſo-much- 
boaſted Power of that Monarch. But as you 
ſeem to be exceedingly pleaſed with your own 
Notions, you are determined not to quit the 
Track you are in; and therefore in the follow- 
ing Page you take upon you to aſſert, in contra- 
diction to Hiſtory and common Senſe, that the 
e wiſet Men in England knew that there was 
„ no conquering the Monarch of France, nor 
« any ſuch Thing as exhauſting his Strength, 
** while there was any Property or People left in 
© the Kingdom”, Jon then go on, This be- 
ing ſufhciently underſtood by Gentlemen of 
Diſcerument and real Knowledge, (ty which 
Words, I preſume, you only deſcribe yourſelf,) 
you extremely diſcover your Weakneſs in 
„ troubling us with the old thread-bare Aſſer- 
« tions of the Imbecility of the French Crown. 
If you would have done this to purpoſe, you 
. *© ſhou'd have ſhewn, Sir, that the Aſolute Pow- 
er which Lewis had formerly over the People, 


is limited and reſtrain'd at preſent. This 
« wou'd 


19 
vwou'd have really prov'd the Diminution of 
& the French Power, Sc.“ FAT: 
Thus, Sir, you hy it down as a Principle, 
that the more the People of France are enſla- 
ved, the greater the French Power: and as 
this is a favourite Maxim of yours, you again, 
Page 72, mention the abſolute Power of the 
preſent King over his People, as an undenia- 
ble Argument of the preſent Power of France. 
Tf that Maxim is true in France, it is true 
in England, and every where; and yet the 
Strength and Power of England have always 
been thought to conſiſt in her being free, 
Tho? ſuch political Maxims, Sir, might be 
deſpis'd in a Performance like yours, becauſe 
of the manifeſt Inſignificancy of the Writer 
yet what Choſtiſement do you deſerve, who 
have avow'd them, under the Character of a 
Repreſentative of the People? And fince the 
| Perſon of a Member of Parliament is peculi- 
arly protected by the Law of England, it is 
but proper you ſhou'd be made a publick Ex- 
ample of, for preſuming to diſgrace the Cha- 
rafter by ill Manners, and render it odious 
to the People by Mixims of Slavery. 
Page 9, You object to the Inquirer, for ob- 
ſerving, that before Collert's Miniſtry, France 
was without Merchants, and without Shipping; 
the plain Meaning of which, and what muſt oc- 
cur to every Man of Candour, is, that the Num- 
ber of Merchants, and the Quantity of Shipping 
were inconſiderable. All the Edicts and Ar- 
rets for the Encouragement of Trade and Ship- 
ping, publiſh'd during Colbert's Adminiſtration, 
are ſo many Evidences of it; and your Quota- 
tion from the Britiſh Merchant only confirms 
what is ſaid by the Author of the Inquiry 
| a 
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a little afterwards, viz. That Colbert quickly 
gave a new Direttion to the Genius and Activity of 
his Countrymen. i. e. He encreaſed the Num- 
ber both of Merchants and Seamen; and the 
Author, whoſe Opinion you quote as above, af- 
firms that to be the Caſe. When? Why be 
fore the breaking out of the firſt War in 1688, 
when Colbert's Meaſures had produc'd their Ef- 
fect: But you ſeem to be ſenſible of the Weak- 
neſs of this Proof, ſince afterwards, Page 47, 
you have Recourſe to another. Having quoted 
the following Paſſage from De Wit, (in Engliſh,) 

A Liſt of the Manufactures and Commo- 
« dities exported out of France into foreign 
Parts, eſpecially into Holland, according to a 
“ Scheme preſented to the French King, by 
te the Society of Merchants at Paris“. You then 
addreſs yourſelf to the Author of the Inquiry in 
the following manner; This, Sir, might have 
« ſatisfy'd you, that there were Mer bants in 
France, the contrary to which you have 
* thought fit to aſſert”. But here, Sir, inſtead 
of convicting the Inquirer of a Falſhood, you 
unhappily diſcover your extreme Ignorance. If 
inſtead of truſting to a Tranſlation, you had been 
capable of reading the Original, you wou'd 
have found the Word there uſed is Marchands. 
Now, Sir, permit me to inform you, that Mare 
chand in France ſignifies a Shopkeeper, or a Re- 
tailer; but thoſe whom in England we call 
Merchants, are in France call'd Negociants: to 
be convinc'd of which, I refer you to A Col- 
lection of Memorials preſented by. the Deputies of 
the Council of Trade in France, to the Royal Coun- 
cil in 1701. And indeed it is ſomewhat ſtrange, 
that notwithſtanding @ three Years Continuance in 
France, you ſhou'd not underſtand one Word of 


3 her 
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her Language; and you ſeem to be no bet- 
ter acquainted with her Hiſtory, which I 
think appears pretty evident by your Objec- 
tion; as a final Anſwer to which, I will quote 
the following Paſſage from Du Tot. Vol. II. 
p. 333. © II y avoit en France alors beaucoup 
% de Facteurs et de Commiſſionaires des Nego- 
„ cians Etrangers, et tres peu de Negocians.“ 
i. & (it is for your ſake I tranſlate it, Sir,) 
« At that time (in 1664, when Colbert e a- 
bliſh?d the Eaſt-India Company) there were in 
& France a great many Factors, and People 
% acting by Commiſſion from foreign Mer- 
« chants; and very few Merchants.“ 

In the next Page you make juſt as bad a Fi- 


gure; for notwithſtanding your Deſcription of 


a Factor is extremely long, in order that no- 
thing ſhou'd be omitted, you have unfortu- 
nately forgot half his Buſineſs, which is to 
buy as well as to /#!] ; and thoſe who were em- 


ploy'd in France to buy upon the Dutch Ac- 


count, were undoubtedly Factors to the Dutch, 


as well as thoſe employ'd to fell. Now, af- 


ter ſuch egregious Neſcience. (they are Words 
of your own) do not you think the Airs you 
put on in the following Paragraph, make you 
appear extravagantly ridiculous ? 

I have dwelt, ſay you, longer on this than 
<« I defigned ; but I have done it for your In- 
& ſtruction, at the fame time that I am giv- 


* ing you a ſeaſonable Correction.“ After 


this ſeaſonable Correction, your true Genius ap- 
pears (p. 11, & 12) in a moſt pitiful Cavil. 
Cou'd it be imagin'd, if three different Cauſes 
oo- operated in ruining the Manufactures of 
France, that ever that Ruin ſhou'd be made 
the Effect of one only? But as you are greatly 


too 


(13) | 

too low for further Notice in this place, I 
proceed to examine your Objections to the Au- 
thor's Calculation of the Loſs of Men during 
the two Wars, from 1688 to 1714. I have 
heard that the Proportion of One Fifth Loſs 
was taken from the Engliſb Troops in the Con- 
federate Army: and as the Confederates, ex- 
cept during the firſt Years of King William's 
War, were generally victorious, and conſe- 
quently their Loſs of Men not fo great as 
in the Armies of France, who were not only 
oftner beat, but likewiſe much worſe ſubfiſt- 
ed and paid, T believe the Computation of 
their Loſs may be juſtify'd upon theſe two 
Articles only. Loft by the Sword, and by the 
Hardſhip of the Service, without includin 

Deſertion; for which Article you will allow 
no Loſs at all : becauſe, fay J%s the 
« French Soldiers either deſerted from the 
« French Troops to the Confederates, or back 


« again into France.” Sir, it is extremely im- 


probable that the French Soldiers deſerted back - 


again into their own Country, where, by the 
Nature of the Government, it was almoſt im- 
poſſible for them to be concealed. ** And if 
* they deſerted to the Confederates, fo did 
« many of the Confederate Soldiers to the 
« French: and theſe, Jou ſay, may be fairly 
“ plac'd againſt each other.“ Pray, Sir, who 
told you ſo? Can any Man believe that the 
Deſertion was as great from the victorious Ar- 
my as from the Vanquiſh'd. Beſides, what- 
ever Confederate Soldiers deferted to the French, 
were received into the foreigh Corps, which 
are excepted out of the Calculation. The reſt 
of your Objection deſerves no Anſwer, and 
ſeems to . have been made meerly for the _ 
© 
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of a moſt execrable Pun upon STANDING AR- 
MIES, by which you wou'd demonſtrate their 
Succeſs in Propagation. Some of the moſt ju- 
dicious of the French, and who are very well 
acquainted with the Condition of their Coun- 
try, have own'd, that at the End of the late 
War, the able-bodied Men in the Kingdom were 
diminiſh'd One-Fifth : and as this was the Ef- 
fect of a gradual Waſte, and not of a ſudden 
Deſtruction ; therefore it does alſo infer a pro- 
portionable Diminution of the Aged and Chil- 
dren. 

With your ua Candour, p. 15, you make 
the Author of the Inquiry directly charge the 
Regent with ſtopping Payment of the Bank- 
Bills; whereas he only inſinuates a Fraud, which 
you yourſelf admit, as it ſeems, without know- 
ing it; when in the ſame Page you tell us, 
«« The true Caſe was, the immenſe Sum which 
« was emitted in Bank-Bills, was more than 
ce the Caſh, or Specie, in the Bank was able to 
« circulate, eſpecially upon any extraordinary 
„Draught; ſo that the Bank being unable to 
«© ſtand the Shock of the leaſt Panic, was ſud- 
« denly broke.” Sir, whence did the Panic ariſe, 
but from a Suſpicion of the Regent's Conduct; 
not of Laws's, who moſt certainly was both 
willing and able to ſupport the Credit of his 
own Scheme, if the Direction of it had been left 
ſolely to him? And whence did that Deficien- 


cy of Specie, that Inability of the Bank, pro- 


ceed, but from an Embezlement of the Caſh, 
which the ſudden breaking is direct Evidence 
of? Here, Sir, you not only diſcover a groſs 
Ignorance of Facts, but an abſolute Incapacity 
of reaſoning upon them, 


The 


(15) 
The next Objection I meet with is, p. 17, 
to _ the Wines at 171. 105. per Tun. If 


you will look into the ,t. Vol. of the Britiſb 
Merchant, p. 318, you may there convince your- 
ſelf, that by the Invoices from Bourdeaux, Wines 
coſt 17 J. 105. per Tun at an Average, and 
that too in the Year 1668 : if it coſt ſo much 
then, there is no Reaſon for ſuppoſing it cheap- 
er any Year afterwards. 

From Page 17 , beſides repeated Inſtan- 
ces of your matchleſs Arrogance, I find very 
little that deſerves any farther Notice, than 
what is already taken of it; untik I come to 
Page 23, where you endeavour to ſhew the 
Author of the Inquiry ineonſiſtent with him- 
ſelf, in fixing the Meridian of the French Great- 
neſs and Power in 1683, five Years after the Act 
prohibiting French Commodities took Place in 
England; by which Act the French Commerce 
was conſiderably affected. Sir, without any 
Compliment, you are always conſiſtent with your- 
ſelf; for here you either overlook Facts, or do 
not perceive the Conſequences of them. Have 
you not, in the ſame Page, the following Quo- 
tation from the Inquiry ? * In 1678, (the Year 
“ in which the Prohibition Act paſs'd) France 
„ made the Treaty of Nimeguen, &c.“ And 
are you to be told, that the immediate Conſe- 
—_— of that Treaty were, opening again a 
ree Trade with the Empire, and a Renewal 
of her Commerce with the Dutch, who always, 
in time of Peace, were the greateſt Buyers of 


er ther Manufactures? Muſt I tell you too, that 


Colbert was ſtill living, to improve the Advan- 
tages of that Peace, by encouraging the Trade 
and promoting the Navigation of France? And 
do not thoſe Advantages more than compen- 
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fate the Loſs ſhe might ſuffer by a Law ill 
obſerved in England ? I admit that the Effects 
of the Act of Prohibition were immediate and 
happy; more eſpecially with regard to our 
Woollen Manufactures, as is teftify*d by Sir Jo- 
ſiab Child, and the Authors of the Britiſh Mer- 
chant ; but they were neither fo great nor ſo ex- 
tenſive as they might have been, owing to the 

reat Influence the French King had then over 
Charles II. and his Miniſters, who took care 
that the Officers in the Cuſtoms ſhou'd not be 
over-rigorous in putting the Act in Execution: 
for Proof of which I appeal to the Report of 
the Lords Commiſſioners for Trade 1697, from 
which you quote, Page 31, 32, the following 


_ Paſſage. 


«© From France the Importations have gra- 
« dually encreaſed from Anno 1670, to the Be- 
tc ginning of the late War, on Wines, Brandys, 
« Silks, Linens, and many Sorts of other Goods; 
<« for though there was a Prohibition of French 
„ Wines during ſome of thoſe Years, yet it 
*© was brought in under other Names; and in 


the fame Years our Exports thither have de- 
„ creas'd.” 


The plain Reaſon why French Commodities 
were ſtill run in upon us, was becauſe our ear- 
ly Attempts in new Manufactures were incapa- 
ble of ſupplying a Quantity ſufficient for our 


_ Conſumption : Beſides, as the French knew their 


own Strength at our Court, they were in hopes 


of ſeeing that Prohibition taken off; which ac- 


cordingly happened : and therefore they, no 


doubt, continued to make up Goods for the 


Engliſh Market upon that Speculation. Now, 


Sir, how unfair is it in you, to transfer the Eſti- 


mate of the French Loſs, computed by the In- 
f Ws quirer, 
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quirer for one Period of Time, and apply it to 
another; when it is evident, the Situation of 
Affairs betwixt the two Nations was exceed- 
ingly different. es ene 

Tho? you have fail'd in this Objection, yet 
you are ſo fortunate, Page 48, as to detect an 
Error of no leſs than 180 J. in a Sum of 
1, 200, ooo l. As there is nothing more eaſy 
than to reduce French Money into Sterling, 
this Miſtake could not ariſe from any Diffi- 
culty in the Calculation: it muſt therefore be 
a mere Slip of the Pen in tranſcribing; __ But 
as great a Trifle as this may appear to be, 
you have thought 8 inſult over it, 
with a great deal of Malignity, for above a 
Page. You then ask, F the Engliſh and Dutch 
bought up all the French Silks, what remaiw'd for 
the Northern parts of Europe ? Sir, they were 
ſupplied by the Dutch, who, at that time, had 
engroſs'd both the Navigation and Traffick be- 


twixt France and the North entirely to them 


ſelves. | 
I come now to examine what you have done 


towards ſettling the preſent State of the Com- 
merce. of France. But in the firſt place I muſt 
obſerve, that this is only a Part of what you 

romiſe; unleſs you take the Power of France, 
and the Balance of her Trade, to be one and 
the ſame Thing; in which you will find your- 
ſelf exceedingly miſtaken. However, as the 
French Commerce juſtly deſerves the Attention 
of Engliſhmen, — muſt be the perpetual Ob: 


ject of their Jealouſy ; a State of it, foundec 
upon AUTHORITY, wou'd certainly be ac- 
ceptable to the Publick. Such a State of it 1 
expected from you, upon reading the Title of 


your Pamphlet: byt, upon looking into the 
a 5 | Accounts 
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Accounts you produce, I find myſelf moſt mi- 
ſerably diſappointed. The Accounts formerly 


publiſh'd in the Britiſp Merchant, and which 


you now make uſe of to ſhew the Gain of 
France, by her Trade with England formerly, 
are the only Accounts which, upon any Pre- 


tence, you can call AUTHENTIC: and yet, 


whoever examines them, will find they all 
differ from one another, both in the Quanti- 
ty and Valuation of Commodities ; and that 
in order to determine the Balance of Trade be- 
twixt the two Nations, Recourſe is had to ar- 
bitrary Allowances for Goods run. Theſe 
Allowances have been made with great Lati- 
tude: and if you confult the Britiſb Merchant, 
you will find the Balance of Trade, even as 
ſtated by Fortry, vindicated, upon a ſufficient 
Allowance being made for Frauds in the Cuſ- 


. toms, and Goods ſmuggled. 


The other Accounts reſt ſolely upon your own 
Authority ; and what Regard is due to that, will 
eafily be determined, when you are known. 
In the mean time, they are of no Authority 
at all; and can give no Man of Buſineſs the 
leaſt Satisfaction. Whoever conſiders what it 
is 10 gide a true State of the French Commerce, 
and the Difficulties that muſt attend ſo'exten- 


| five an Inquiry, can he help being ſurpriz*d- to 


find it in ſuch Hands, or laughing at the Im- 
potency and Folly of the Attempt ? But, as 
you pretend to have been ably alſiſted, it may 
not be improper to remark upon two or three 

rticulars, ad then take a View of your ge- 


-neral Pn. By the way, I look upon your 


pretendiag to be aſſiſted on this Occaſion, as 
the pure Effect of y-ur MODESTY ; and that 
this wo..derful Atchiovement is intirely your 
Ny Eu oye wary own: 


69) 
own: but rather than aſtoniſn the World with 
the Extent of your Knowledge, you thought 
proper to ſhare it with your Friends. 

In your Account of the preſent Imports from 
France to England, p. 42, you rate the prime 
Coſt of Brandy at almoſt double what it ought 
to be; and the Quantity you aſſign for our an- 
nual Conſumption, is too great by 5 or 600 
Tun. | 

In your Account of the preſent Exports from 
England to France, p. 43, there is an Article of 
Goods exported to Dunkirk, valued at 40,000. 
I muſt own, I am a little ſurpriz'd, that not- 
withſtanding a Three Years Continuance in France, 
in which Time you made ſo many excellent 
Obſervations, you never obſerved Dunkirk to be 
a Free- port; and that Goods exported thither, 
are no more ſent to France, than if they were 
exported to Oftend : fince a great many Com- 
modities are ſent to Dunkirk, which are prohibi- 
ted in France, or loaded with ſuch Duties as 


amount to a Prohibition ; and for that Reaſon 


are deſtin'd for ſome other Market. 

In your Account of the preſent Acquiſitions 
to the French Commerce, and their Amount, 
p- 54, there is the following Article: 

In ber Exports of Sugar, Me- a 5. 4. 
laſſus, Rum 


J muſt take the liberty to inform you, that 
the French ſuffer no Rum nor Melaſſus to be 
imported from their Colonies into Europe, leſt 
they ſhou'd interfere with their own Hrandys: 
ſo that neither Melaſſus nor Rum can be reckon'd 
among the Re. exports from France. If, by the 
Melaſſus and Rum mention'd in this Article, you 
| | D 2 855 mean 
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mean what they ſell to the Engliſh Northern 
Colonies in America; you may as well reckon 
the Lumber with which theſe Commodities are 
purchaſed, among the Re-exports from Great 
Britain; which is abſurd. 

The two Articles, viz. the Eaſt-India Trade, 
and Increaſe of Shipping, or Freight ſav'd, ma- 
king together 350, oo0 J. Sterl. are charged twice, 
if not wholly, at leaſt far the greateſt part. Al- 
moſt the whole Article of Freight, and the 
greateſt part of Eaſt- India Goods, come into her 
Account with Holland. | 

Now, if your Dutch Friends have ſtated the 
Difference of the former and preſent Balances 
betwixt France and Holland with any Exact- 
neſs, thoſe two Articles muſt be included : the 
fame may be faid of the India Goods ſent for- 
merly from England. You have therefore gi- 
ven France Credit twice for the ſame Sums. 

Theſe things I only mention by the way, as 
Proofs of the Judgment and Ability of your 
Aſſiſtants : but when the whole is of a-piece, it 
is needleſs to be more particular; I ſhall there- 
fore take a ſhort View of your General Plan, 


By the ſeveral Accounts PIE 
from the Britiſh Mer- J. * 
chant, you determine þ 1,000,000 : oo: o 
the former Balance in 
favour of France to be 
By your own Account the 


preſent Balance 1s — 8 221,900 : 00: 00 


1 — —— — 


And the Difference — 779,100 : o: 00 


This Difference, you ſay, p. 45, 7s the whole 
Zojs France, by the different State of ber for- 


mer 
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mer and preſent Commerce with England : Be that 
as it will, yet it is not the whole Loſs that France 
ſuſtains by the different State of the Manufac- 
tures in France and England; and this is what 


you ought to prove, if you wou'd confute 


the Author of the Inquiry. The reſt of your 
Plan, tho? attended with much greater Diffi- 
culties, you diſpatch with infinitely more Eaſe. 
With the Aſſiſtance of wo Friends, you de- 
termine the Loſs to France, by the Variation 
in her Commerce with Holland, to be 700, ooo /. 
Sterl. per Ann. and with the Aſſiſtance of one 
only, you determine her additional Gains with 
all the reſt of the World to be 1, 760, ooo J. per 


Ann. Finally, you determine, that the gene- 


ral Balance in her favour is 280, 9oo J. per Ann. 
more than it was at the Revolution; and then, 
with wonderful Gravity, you declare; Thus 
have I ſettled the preſent State of the Commerce 
of France. Sure this is the moſt extraordinary 
Attempt, that was ever yet made upon the Cre- 
dulity of Mankind, What muſt be the Work 
of many, employ'd by Order, and back'd with 
the whole Power of the French Miniſtry, is 
here diſpatch'd in the compaſs of a few Pages, 
by an inſignificant, anonymous Pamphleteer, 
with the Aſſiſtance of one or two of his 
Friends, | | 

That you ſhould preſume, upon the Strength 
of ſuch Aſſiſtance, or a little Knowledge pick d 
up at the Cuſtom-houſe, to give a general State 
of the Commerce of France, and the Balance at 
preſent in her favour ; does not ſurprize me 
more than your extreme want of Diſcernment, 
in miſtaking that Balance, ſuppoſing it exact, 
for the true State of her Pomer: But ſince your 
| Notions of Trade, and the Power reſulting from 
it, 
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it, are exceedingly confus'd, I will take the li- 


berty to offer a few Obſervations, in order to 

illuſtrate the Subject. F< 
In the firſt place, the Difference betwixt the 

former and preſent Balance, is not preciſely the 


Loſs that France ſuffers by the different State of her 


Manufactures, and by the Variation in her Trade 


with Great Britain: for as that Variation is oc- 
caſion'd principally by the ſhifting of Manu- 
factures from France to England; England, be- 
ſides her own Conſumption, which is all that 
you take into your Account, may likewiſe ſupply 
her Neighbours with ſome Articles ; ſuch as 
Hats, Glaſs, Clocks, Watches, and Hard-ware, 
which they had formerly from France ; and the 
Amount of thoſe Articles, whatever it is, muſt 
be added to the Loſs which France ſuffers ; 
conſequently the Diminution in her Balance with 
England, is not her Whole Loſs. 

In the next place, the Power of France does 
not riſe and fall in exact Proportion to the 


| Increaſe and Decreaſe of her general Balance 


of Trade : or, in other Words; The Balance 
of Trade is not the exact Meaſure of a Na- 
tion's Power. 

To make this plain, I will put the following 
Caſe : Suppoſe the annual Exports of France 
to be 7,000,0001, Sterl. and her annual Imports 
4,000,000 J. Sterl. the Balance in her favour is 
3,000,000/, Sterl. Suppoſe again her Exports 
to be reduced to 5,000,000 J. Sterl. and her 
Imports to 2,000,000/. Sterl. the Balance, you 
ſee, is ſtill 3, 00, ooo J. Sterl. in her favour. 
But, with great Submiſſion, the Power of France, 
in this Caſe, is diminiſh'd ; becauſe her Manu- 


factures and Product are leſs by Two Millions, 


ger Ann, conſequently her Circulation and La- 
bour 
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bour are leſs, as likewiſe her Conſumption and 
Revenue. : 

Since the Difference of Balances does not exact- 
ly mark the Increaſe or Diminution of a Na- 
tion's Power: its true Eſtimate is to be taken 
from the Quantity of Labour, or the Number 
of People employ'd. 

For Example: Suppoſe the Balance to be no- 
thing; but let the annual Exports and Imports 
of a Country, inſtead of one Million each, be 
increaſed to ten: it follows, neceſſarily, that 
that Country is increaſed in Power ; becauſe 
the Ingredients of national Power are increaſed 
ſuch as the Number of People employ'd, and 
the Quantity of Property in Circulation. 

Notwithſtanding theſe are ſelf- evident Truths, 
and what muſt occur to every Man's Thoughts, 
who conſiders the Nature of Commerce with 
any Degree of Attention and Capacity; yet 
they do not ſeem to have been at all perceiv'd 
by you, with all that Knowledge and Diſcern- 
ment you pretend to. However, having acted 

your Part, very much to your own Satisfaction, 
you deſign'd to have walk'd off the Stage here, 
if you had not been ſtopp'd by a moſt egre- 
gious Paſſage, p. 52, of the Inquiry; where the 
Author calls the Balance of Power in Europe, 
the Perpetuum Mobile in Politicks. You, may 
remember to have heard it often, for it is a very 
common Saying, That Compariſons do not run 
upon all- four; it is enough if there is one ſtri- 
king Reſemblance: and the Compariſon here 
quoted, cou'd be intended only to denote a 
difficult Problem; and to be ſure the one has ex- 
erciſed the Stateſmen, as much as the other has 
the Mechaniſts, and will continue ſo to do. But, 
if I am not miſtaken, you had a more ſelfiſh 


— — ——— ͥꝗꝙT—üv æ— 


1 | Aim than you'defign'd ſhou'd be known, Hav- 

1 ing in another part of your Letter, very unfor- 
0 tunately for the late Miniſter, declared yourſelf 

+ his Advocate; you take an Opportunity in 

þ f this place, of making your court to“ Two 
f 


Perſons of great Diſtinction, who are not his 
Friends; and fo diſcover the Baſeneſs of the Me- 
tal you are made of, by meanly attempting to 
ſecure the favour of one Side at leaſt, by a ſla- 
viſh Adulation to both. 

Having thus artfully play'd the Courtier, 
your next Ambition is to make a figure as a 
Philoſopher ; and how notably you acquit your- | 
ſelf, let the Reader judge, by the following Paſ- 
ſage from pa. 56, of your Letter. | 

„Fou have heard, Sir, I perceive, ſome- 
* where, of the vis inertiæ of Matter, and like- 
e wiſe of its Gravitation ; and, therefore, you 


} e have introduc'd them here both together, to ( 
1 ſhew your Learning; and have conſider'd the 2.1 
1. ** ſame Object, that is the Dutch State, as un- 


der a vis inertiæ, and gravitating towards 

France at the ſame time: But, Sir, you are to | 
be inform'd, that whenever the vis inertiæ is 
mentioned by Philoſophers, they underſtand 
„it of a Body at reſt, and this vis to be the ES 
* Oppoſition it makes to being movy*d out of its 0 
“ place. 

At the ſame time the Idea of Gravitation in 
a Body, is the Idea of its tendency to ſome. 
* other Body; or, in ſhort, the Idea of a vis 
<* inertia of a Body, is, of its endeavouring to 
keep its place; and the Idea of Gravitation of 
%a Body, is, of its actually changing its place, 


gH or endeavouring to change it: And (here 
„ * Argyle and Stair, 1 41 
3 | 3 comes 
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d Homes u Simile) you might as well have talk d 4 
te of a Dutchman Hing in his great Chair with 1 
ce the Gout, and running a Race at the fame 
e time; as of the Dutch State having a ſtrange 
« vis inertiæ, and; at the ſame time, an unna- 
© tural Gravitation towards France.” 

« But, Sir, (/ay you) I have not dohe with 
* this Jargon yet; for allowing you that there 
&« is a Gravitation, or, if you will, a vis inertie 
ein the Dutch State towards France; which 
<« pitiful Alluſion to the Heavineſs of the 
0 Hollander, I ſuppoſe, you intended for Wit 
« yet now you have got theſe, you only ex- 
« poſe yourſelf worſe than before, by jumdling 
« them together ; and ridiculoufly tell- us, that 
e the Newtonian Principle of Gravitation; is 
« impoſſible to be accounted for, but by the 
« Cartefian Yortices.” : 

It is a ſtrange thing, that People will be giving 
themſelves Airs of pronouncing in a' decifive | 
Manner, touching things of which they muſt be | 
conſcious they are utterly ignorant, One na- ; 
turally pities Ignorance, when it is attended by _ 4 
its decent Companion, Modeſty ; but when it 
ſtruts forward with an inſolent Air, accompa- f 
nied with Self. confidence, and a Cenſure of ; 
others, it is inexcuſable, and deſerves to be ex- 5 
pos'd. Here, Sir, is ſo ſtriking a Likeneſs, 
that one cannot help believing you ſat for the 
PICTURE. The Original you may ſee, p. 26, ö 
of A Full Anſwer to the Letter from a By. Stand- [ 


er, juſt publiſſi d. | . 
_ Having with much Labour brought two phi- 
loſophical Ideas into the World, what pity is 

it, that one of them only ſhould' be right? 
You ſuppoſe it an Abſurdity, that the ſame 
Object ſhould be 2 as under a vis ix- 
| ere, 
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erti, and gravitating at the ſame time; but 
with great Submiſſion, the vis inertiæ, and Gra- 
57 are conſtant Properties of all Bodies; there- 
fore not inconſiſtent: and then, what becomes 
of your Simile of the Dutchman LYING in his 
great Chair WITH the Gout ? You fay, when- 
ever the vis inert is mention'd by Philoſophers, 
they underſtand it of a Body at reſt: You muſt 
certainly mean the Philoſophers in Moorfeelds ; 
towards which Place you ſeem to have a na- 
tural Gravitation : for no Philoſopher in his 
Senſes, ever underſtood it of a Body at reſt on- 
ly, but as a conſtant Property of all Bodies, 
whether at reſt, or in Motion; as you may be 
convinc'd, by looking into the firſt Elementary 
Writer you meet with on the Subject. The pi- 
tiful Alluſion, as you call it, to the Heavineſs 
of the Hollanders, I allow to be ſo; it is en- 
tirely your own; as is likewiſe the Ridiculouſ- 
neſs of ſay ing, that the Newtonian Principle of 
Gravitation, is impoſſible to be accounted for, 
but by the Cartefian Vortices, This is no 
where ſaid by the Author of the Inquiry, who 
only alludes to the Cartęſian Method of ac- 
counting for all Appearances, by the Activity 
of their Tourbillons: and however falſe and un- 


intelligible this may be in Philoſophy ; yet, it 
may be applied in a political Senſe, as is eaſy 


to be ſeen by any Man of Candour ; fince no 
body can doubt of the Exiſtence or Nature of 
the Matiere Subtile in Politicks. 

Sir, it is your Misſortune, and J pity you for 
it, to be curs'd with a moſt impotent Deſire 
of Fame, While you aim at being thought 
an Adept in every. thing, you are conſtantly 
expoſing your Ignorance in things the moſt 
common, . In order to ſhew yourſelf a _— 


* 


CREE. 

Man of Buſineſs, you enter'd into a tedious De- 
ſcription of a Factor, and unluckily forgot half 
his Employment. And here, out of mere Va- 
nity to ſhine as a Philoſopher, you labour to ex- 
plain two well-known Properties of Bodies, and 
are ſo unfortunate as to be groſly miſtaken in 
one of them. 

Such Accidents ought to be an Inſtruction 
to you for the future, either to write with 
more Modeſty, or, (which perhaps is wiſer) not 
writing at al), to content yourſelf with the Ap- 
plauſe of your own little Circle in Obſcurity. 
But, if theſe ſhou'd not be ſufficient, 1 will 
take the liberty to mention a third Accident ; 
I call it an Accident, becauſe I am ſure you 
could not deſign it; and that is a trifling Blun- 
der in Chronology. p. 58, you ſuppoſe the Act 
_ prohibiting French CommAllities, to be in force, 
and Fefferies to condemn the Rebels with great 
Vivacity, at one and the ſame time. Now, 
you have obſerv'd in your Letter, that the Pro- 
hibition-Act expir'd the 16th of June 1685 3 
and I will inform you, that Fefferies did not 

o his Circuit in the Maſt, till the Month of 

eptember following: But you was ambitious to 
let the World know how very well read you 
are in the Engliſh Hiſtory. 

From Page 58 to 61, I meet with nothing 
but malicious Diſtortions of ſome Paſſages in 
the Inquiry, and pitiful Cavils; which, without 
ether weakening the Argument of the Author 
you attack, or fortifying your own, ſerve only 
to let the Reader ſee the true Size and Mean- 
neſs of your Genius; and to render your pre, 
tending at the ſame time to Candour, extremely 
ridiculous, | | | 
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The Author of. the Inquiry having quoted the 
6 pang Account of our Exports and 
mports at two different Periods of Time, as 
repreſenting the true State of our general Trade 
you are pleaſed to tell him, p. 61, That he 
bas ftated thoſe Accounts, as uſual, without the 
leaſt Judgment, or regard io Truth and Exatneſs, 
This is, indeed, Language very unbecoming 
a Gentleman, and what only the loweſt of Wri- 
ters are guilty of; and is a further Proof how 
much you are a Stranger to good Manners 
and good Senſe, If thoſe Accounts agree with 
the Original given by the Inſpector-General, 
which you cannot deny, then he has paid all the 
regard to Truth and Exactneſs, that the Caſe 
admits of; and when you mention his want of 
Judgment in ſtating an Account, at the ſame 
time that it is truly figged, I am really at a loſ? 
for your Meaning, The Author's reaſoning up- 
on thoſe Accounts, as upon an exact State of our 
Trade at thoſe two Periods, 1s juſtify*d by the 
Britiſh Merchant, in five or fix different parts of 
the Book : And the Gentlemen who wrote the 
Papers, which compoſe that Book, were eminent 
Merchants as well as Engliſhmen z and in the 
true Intereſt of their Country. As for Da- 
venant, the Inſpector-General, he was, as you 
are now, a zealous Advocate for the Power and 
Commerce of France; and therefore, one need 
not be ſurpriz d, to find you agreed to diſcre- 
dit an Account, which ſhewed, that an open 
Trade with France was pernicious to England. 
But what Eſteem he was in, as to his Opi- 
nion, you may ſee by the following Paſſage, 
2 Merch, Vol. II. p. 132,“ He, (Dr. Da- 
venant) may be a good Witneſs of a Fat, 

7 yet, for his — it may be no better than 
another 
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te anather Man's. For Example, in Page 46 of 
e his Report, he ſays, that in the Year 1662, 
our Imports from all the World, exceeded our 
« Exports 1,993,2071. 145. Sterl. And in 
„ the Year 1668, our Imports exceeded our Ex- 
sports 2, 132,864 J. 185. Sterl. Now, he is very 
« likely to be a good Witneſs of. theſe Facts, be- 
<« cauſe he is Inſpector-General.“ But then be goes 
gn to ſay, that in thole Days no Man in his 
<« right Senſes will deny that we carry'd on 
« a very profitable Traffic. This is his Opi- 
e nion: But I muſt affirm, that ſuch a profita- 
* ble Traffick, for many Years together, muſt 
% have been the Ruin of the Nation.” 

This, Sir, is the Opinion of a Writer, whoſe 
Judgment and Integrity can hardly be queſtion'd. 
However, Davenant, to prove what he bas ad- 
vanc'd, produces from the Mint-Rolls, an Ac- 
count x; all the Money coin'd from 1659 to 
1688, which, he ſays, was all owing to a ſu- 
perlucration of Bullion; and aſſigns that, as the 
Amount of our Gain by foreign Traffick in that 
Period. But, Sir, I would ask you, if the 
Coin of the Rump, &c. was not call'd in by 
the King's. Proclamation, ſoon after he was re- 
ſtor'd? If it was, then you muſt allow the Doc- 
tox to be ſo far out in his Computation, as the old 
Money re-coin'd amounted to. Be that as it 
will, I have an Authority to produce againſt the 
Doctor, to which I flatter myſelf you will form 
no Objection: and it is a Speech of Lord Lu- 
cars in the Houſe of Lords, Feb. 22d, 1671, 
upon reading the Subſidy-Bill the ſecond time, 
in preſence of his Majeſty : From which Speech 
I ſhall quote the two following Paſſages. 

In the Times of the late uſurping Powers, 
* although great Taxes were exacted from us, 


«ye 
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c we had then the Means to pay them: We 
& could fell our Lands, our Corn, and Cat- 
„ tle; and there was plenty of Money through- 
out the Nation: now there is nothing of this; 
„ Brick is requir'd of us, and no Straw allow*d 
© to make it with: For that our Lands are 
„ thrown up, and Corn and Cattle are of little 
© Value, is notorious to all the World, 

* And it is as evident, that there is a Scarci- 
ty of Money; for all the Parliament-Money, 
«© cal”d Breeches, (as fit for the Coin of the 
« Rump) is wholly vaniſd' d. The King's Pro- 
„ clamation, and the Dutch, have ſwept it all 
away; and of his now Majeſty's Coin (N. B.) 
there appears but very little; ſo that, in ef- 
cc fe&, we have none left for common uſe, but 
„a little, old, lean, coin'd Money of the three 
late former Princes: And what Supply is 
preparing for it, my Lords? I hear of none, 
“ unleſs it be of Copper Farthings ; and this 
< is: the Metal that is to vindicate, accord- 
ing to the Inſcription on it, be Dominion 
f the four Seas.” 

Now, if the Teſtimony of this noble Lord 
muſt be admitted upon this Occafion ; I ſhould 
be glad to know what was then (1671) become 
of Dr. Davenant*'s Superlucration of Bullion, 
which he ſays was coin'd at the Mint? Why, 
Sir, I'll tell you, it was carried abroad, as well 
as all the weighty Coin of the Kingdom, to pay 
the Balance of Trade, at that time ſo much 

inſt us. 

So much for the Doctor. I will now examine 
what you have done towards confirming and eſta- 
bliſning his Opinion, that in thoſe Days, we car- 
ried on a very profitable Traffick, 

r * Having 
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Having ſtated our native 
Produ& exported from „ Sod 
the Port of London, p2,022,812 : 04: oo 
according to Davenant, 
at 


And added One. Third 
more for the Out- ports 5 
(I ſuppoſe as a fix'd Pro- 6747: 14 : 08 


portion) — 


| — 


. 


Making together — 2,697,082 : 18: 08 
You thencompute our Re- 


"exports of foreign Pro- (2,697,082 : 18 : 08 
dud at the ſame amount | 


Total of our Exports — 5,394,165 : 17 : 04 


Thus, inſtead of loſing near two Millions a 


Year, according to the Account of the In- 
ſpector-General, you make the Balance in our 


favour 39,382 J. 115. 4d. by the extravagant 


_ Allowance made for Plantation and foreign Pro- 
duct re-exported. But is it not ridiculous to any 
Gentleman at all verſed in the State of our Com- 
merce, to hear you gravely aver, that in the 
Year 1663, the foreign Commodities re-export- 
ed, were equal in Value to all the Manufac- 
tures and Commodities - of our own Growth ? 
And how is this made out? Why, ſay you, 


it appears by the Accounts quoted from the 


Britiſh Merchant, that our Exports of native 


Commodities in 1674, and of foreign Commo- 


dities in 1687, to France, were near equal : ergo, 
our foreign and native Product exported to all the 
World, were equal to one another in 1663. A 


moſt 


(31) 
moſt admirable Conclufion, indeed! But, Sir, by an 
Account of out Exports to France from the Port 
of London in the Year 1669, quoted p. J. of your 
Letter, it appears, that our native Product a- 
mounted to 151,323/. 8s. and the foreign to 
63, 495 J. 6s. 9d. only. Now as that Account 
contains the Exports of both native and fo- 
reign Product in the fame Year z and, that too, 
much nearer the Period in queſtion than the 
other, you ought to have computed the Amount 
of foreign and Plantation Goods exported Anno 
1663 by that Proportion; and then their A- 
mount would have been 1, 123, 238 J. or there- 
abouts. 5 3 
Again, if to the Exports of foreign Product 
from the Port of London, Anno 1669, you add 
One-Third more for the Out- ports; you will 
then have the Total of foreign Product from 
England, viz. 84,6601. gs. which if you com- 
| pare with the foreign Product Anno 1687, be- 
I oper] you will find an Increaſe of above 
91, 000 J. Sterl, in 18 Years, which is above dou- 
ble; and allowing a proportional Increaſe from 
1663 to 1669, the Total of foreign and Planta- 
tion Goods re-exported Anno 1663, will amount 
to no more than 723,367 J. Sterl. or thereabouts. 
And this muſt appear to be near the Truth, 
to every one who conſiders, that ſo very early 
our Plantation Product was very inconſiderable, 
compared to what it was a little before the Re- 
volution: which was the Caſe too of other fo- 
reign Commodities re-exported. 


Then, Sir, the Account which you have 
8 Page 64, and 65, may be thus recti- 
yd. 

1 


— — — 


Imports 


— . — — 
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Imports 

into the 

Port of 14016019: 18:01 

London, = 1 
2002. | 53545793 : 04: 00 

d. into 

the Out- 
ports 2 

more 
Exports 

of native 

1 52697082: 18:8 

from 

England f | 
A. of 3,420, 449: 18: 08 
lanta- 

tion and \ 723367: 0:0 

foreign 

Product 


1338673: 06:0 


alk. 


— — 


The Balance ——— 1,934,343: og: 04 


The Balance, according to 
the Inſpetor-Generals $1,993,207 : 04: 00 
Account — | 


The Balance from the A 
— — 1 1,934,343: 05: 04 


The Difference —— 38,863 : 18: 08 


Thefe two Balances ſo nearly agreeing, con- 
firm one another; and, as I have already ob- 
ſerved, fully juſtify the Authors of the Britiſb 
Merchant; who argue from Davenant's Ac- 

| F count, 
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count, as from a true State of our general 
Trade, at thoſe Periods of Time. One of 
thoſe Authors in particular, after ſtating the Ac- 
count of our Exports and Imports from the In- 
ſpector- General, for the Years 1663, and 1668, 
Vol. III. p. 314; and for the Years 1699, and 
1703, p. 315, has, in Page 316, the following 
Obſervation : 

4 *Tis manifeſt, by the Medium of the for- 
« mer two Years, we loſt by the Balance of our 
« Trade 2,063,036 J. 65. above two Millions, 
« per Ann. when we conſumed ſo great a Value 
of the Goods and Merchandizes of France; 
and that, by a Medium of the laſt two Years, 
« when we conſumed little of the Goods of 
*© France, and more of thoſe of other Countries, 
« we gain'd by our Trade with the whole 
« World the Sum of 1,632,5911. 195. 9d. 2” 

And now, Sir, let me ask you, why, after 
admitting the Authority of the Britiſh Mer- 
chant, you. find fault with the Author of the 
Tnguiry, for ſaying the very ſame. thing, that 
is here ſaid in this Quotation? 

I have been longer upon this than I in- 
tended : but, as you thought fit to charge the 
Author of the Inquiry with want of Fudgment 
and Regard to Truth and Exatineſs, in ſtating 
the Inſpector-General's Account; and as the 
Writers of the Britiſh Merchant are equally af- 
fected by that Charge, fince he has their Au- 
thority for what he has done in that particu- 
lar; I thought it but common Juſtice to vin- 
dicate from ſuch an-Imputation, thoſe who had 
done ſuch important Service to their Coun- 
try. 

X | 
I have 
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T have now diſpatch'd your Objections; in 
which it is hard to ay whether you diſco- 

ver greater Malice, or Ignorance of the Sub- 
. I take it for granted, your Malice is as 
heartily deſpis'd by the Inquirer, as your 1p- 
norance wou'd be pitied by the Publick ; was 
it not for that ſuperlative Arrogance, and Self- 
conceit, which accompany it, and render your 
Performance ſo very offenſive to every Gen- 
tleman, Here, Sir, I ſhou'd take my leave 
of you, if I was not afraid of incurring your 
Diſpleaſure, by over-looking thoſe curious Ob- 
ſervations you made, during a Three Years Con- 
tinuance in France. | 

In order, therefore, to recommend myſelf to 
your favour, and adorn my own Performance ; 
I will take the liberty to repeat as many of 
them as you have thought fit to communicate : 
But, as they are of two ſorts, it is neceſſary, 
for the ſake of Method, to ſeparate them. 

The Firſt, as ſeeming to imply a Contra- 
diction, are above the Apprehenſion of vul- 
gar Readers; though, at the ſame time they 
cannot fail to add a Luſtre to your other Ac- 
compliſhments in Geography, Chronology, Phi- 
loſophy, and Accounts, in the opinion of Men 
of Science. | 

I. In the firſt place, you have obſerv'd, That 
there is a more extenſive Trade in France now, 
than formerly; but that the Effects of it are leſs 
general, 

2. That though the Revenues be diminiſb d, 
and Publick Credit deftroy'd ; yet the Reſour- 
ces of the French CROWN, in caſe of a War, 
are as great and as many as ever. | 
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The ſecond ſort, are ſuch, as all Men muſt 
agree in; the Truth of them being obvious 
to the meaneſt Underſtanding : WA 

1. That the NAVAL Strength of France, is 

' ewhat may be moſt burtful to Britain in time of 
Mar: And the POSITION of that Strength is 
in ber Sea-ports. | | 

2. That. the Declenſion of Lyons and Tours 
ig eaſily remark'd, by thoſe who make the tour 
F France; but the flouriſhing ſtate of her Sea- 
Poris, can only be obſerved by thoſe who viſit 
them, 

3. That the Inhabitants of the Ju- land Cities, 
fince they loſt their Manufattures, are not ſo 
ſubjet? io baue them left upen their Hands, in 
caſe of a Prohibition in foreign Countries, as 
they were formerly; and for the ſame Reaſon the 
Court is leſs troubled with their Complaints. 
4. That the King of France bas now plenty of 
Men for his Armies and Garriſons, | 
NB. As a Confirmation of this, the Lieute- 

nant-General of the Police, lately gave in a Liſt 
.to the Court, of near 70,000 louſy, idle Va- 
gabonds in the City of Paris only: an unde- 
niable Proof of the preſent flouriſhing ſtate of 
France, and the great Reſources of the French 
Crown. 
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The reſt of your Obſervations upon France, 

1 preſume you think proper to keep by you. 
till you publiſh your Travels. I hope, when- 
ever that happens, you will, at the ſame time, 
be pleaſed to explain that profound piece of 
penal Wiſdom, at the end of your Letter, 
rom which the Miniſtry can receive no Light 
at preſent ; though it was undoubtedly de- 
| fign'd 


( 37). 


kerd for Air Infludtion, Te Odſcarity 


lies in the following Paſſage: | 


Under this Method (of afliſting the Queen 
e of Hungary with Money) we can eaſtly pro- 


* portion out Aſſiſtance to the Neceſſity of the 


«© Service.“ 


What a vain Oſtentation of Words is here, 


without the ſhadow of a Meaning? Cam they 


be of any poflible ufe in directing Thoſe who 


— 


are to determine how much Money is neeeſſaty 


for that Queen's Support? If not, then t6 What 


purpoſe is all you ſay; unleſs to igſinuale, that 
ſending Troops to Flanders is 4 very impru- 


dent Step in the prefent Miniſtry ? To add 
ſorne weight to this Opinion, you very fapely 
obſerve, that it is expedient to deliberate; 'be- 
fore a War on the Continent is enter'd into; 
becauſe there may be ſome Difficulty in bringing 
it to an honourable Concluſten. How muſt it 


aſtoniſh Mankind, to fee a trivial Politician, 
with ſuch peculiar Confidence and Weakneſs aſ- 
ſume the Airs of a Stateſman, cenſure publick 
Meaſures, and, with a moſt ridzculous Gravity, 
dictate to Thoſe, who direct the Councils of the 
Nation ? 

| Before I conclude, I beg Leave for a Mo- 
ment, to contemplate you in the laſt Scene, 
acting a Part, for which Nature ſeems to have 
form'd you with peculiar Aptnels. 

Having diſcoverd, (p. 69, and 50.) that ſome 
Authors had been guilty of a moſt unheard- 
of Offence, ® by you call'& Errantry in Ac- 
counts; which you have lately erected into a 
Province, and very modeſtly ſet up your Claim 
to the Sovereignty: You then proceed in the fol- 
lowing Strain, es | 
| | *I have 
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„ have, therefore, ſeiz'd this Offender, who 
t ſeem'd to me eminently fearleſs and hardy; 
C and I have inflicted ſuch Puniſhment on his 
t recreant Carcaſs, as will be uſeful, I hope, in 
«© deterring his Brethren from the ſame ſort of 
Adventures. | | 
So extraordinary a Feat in the very Infancy 
of your Knight-Errantry, is an Earneft to your 
Country, of what is juſtly to be expected from your 
Maturity. But, however diverting it might 
rove to the World, to ſee the Character of 
N QUIXOTE reviv'd in your Perſon ; to 


ſee you become your own Cervantes ; or, if 


you pleaſe, your own Druid : for my part, when 
I perceive ſuch violent Symptoms of Inſanity, 
and approaching Madneſs; I cannot help being 
moved to pity : And, therefore, I can no lon- 
ger conſider him as an Adverſary, who is alrea - 
dy become an Object of Compaſſion. 63 
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